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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments witli respect to claim1-13, 16-17, and 19-46 liave been 
considered but are moot in view of tine new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim1-13, 16-17, 19-22, 26-29, 31-37, 39-46 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Porter et al (Patent No US 6,337,947), further in view of 
Nakaya et al (Pub No US 2001/0012436). 

Regarding clalml ,25, 32,43,46, Porter et al (hereinafter Porter) teaches a 
method comprising: receiving a video stream at an information handling system at a first 
rate, wherein the video stream is a broadcast video stream (see figurel source signal 
and column3 line181-20); editing at least a portion of the video stream at the information 
handling system to generate an edited video stream, wherein the editing is based on 
editing characteristic(see figurel and column3 line14-26) ; wherein editing occurs in 
real-time relative to a user's perspective of receiving the video stream (see figurel ) but 
does not teach recording the edited video stream for subsequent playback, the 
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subsequent playback in response to a user request. However Nakaya et al (hereinafter 
Nakaya) teaclies recording real time edited content and playback in response to a user 
request (see paragraph 0034, editing section 132 edits the audio video, record on and 
reproduce from the hard disk 14). 

One of ordinary skill In the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to record the edited video stream as in Nakaya in to Porter because it 
would allow the user to watch in later time. 

Regarding claim2, Porter teaches the method of claimi , wherein the editing 
characteristics include information within the video stream (see column3 line14-26, 
parameters embedded in the signal source). 

Regarding claimS, see the teaching of Porter and Nakaya above. Both do not 
teach the information within the video stream is a station logo. However it is old and well 
known in the art to determine channel based on station logo within the video stream. 
Therefore official notice is taken. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to use station logo to recognize a channel in order to make channel 
based editing and processing. 
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Regarding claim4, Porter teaches the nnethod of claimi , wherein the editing 
characteristics include information received separately from the video stream (see 
column2 Iine27-31). 

Regarding claim5, see the teaching of Porter above. Porter does not teach 
the information from other than the video stream is from a television guide database. 
However it is old and well known in the art to use television guide database for editing 
purpose. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to use television guide-database to get information to use it for editing 
because the guide is readily available and accessible. 

Regarding claim6, Porter teaches the method of claimi , wherein the editing 
characteristics includes information based on a user action that modified the video 
stream (see column5 line4-9). 

Regarding claim7, see the teaching of Porter and Nakaya above. Both do not 
teach user action being changing channel. However it is old and well known in the art to 
edit video based on channel selected. Therefore official notice is taken. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to edit video based on channel selected because it would make editing 
much effective. 
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Regarding claimS, 33, Porter teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the editing 
includes applying special effect to the video stream (see column2 line31-39). 

Regarding claim9,34, Porter teaches the method of claimS, wherein the special 
effect includes one or more of removing a log, implementing a page turning special 
effect, implementing a fading effect, removing noise, selection of noise filtering, and 
selection of quality filtering( see column2 line27-34). 

Regarding claimlO, 35-36, Nakaya teaches the method of claimi , wherein the 
recording occurs in real-time relative to the user's perspective of the receiving video 
stream (see paragraph 0034). 

Regarding claimi 1 , Porter teaches the method of clalml , further comprising: 
displaying the video stream in real time relative to a user's perspective of receiving the 
video stream (see column2 line27-34). 

Regarding clalml 2, Porter teaches the method of clalml , further comprising: 
displaying the edited video stream In real time relative to a user's perspective of 
receiving the video stream (see column2 line27-34). 

Regarding claimi 3, Porter teaches the method of claimi, wherein the editing 
characteristics are user programmable (see column5 line4-9). 
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Regarding claiml 6-1 7, 31,41, see tlie teaching of Porter and Nakaya above. 
Both do not teach editing characteristics are based on a source of the video stream. 
However it is old and well known in the art to perform different editing based on video 
source. Therefore official notice is taken. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to select editing option based on the source because it would make 
editing apparatus much effective. 

Regarding claiml 9-22, see the teaching of Porter and Nakaya above. Both do 
not teach editing options based of different characteristics. However it is old and well 
known in the art editing audio video based on different characteristics of audio video. 
Therefore official notice is taken. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to edit audio video based on different characteristics of audio video in 
Porter because it would make editing different audio video easier. 

Regarding claim26, Porter teaches the method of Claim 25, wherein the plurality 
of predefined editing options comprises special effect options (see column2 line 31-39). 

Regarding claim27, Porter teaches the method of Claim 26, wherein the special 
effect options includes one or more of removing a logo, implementing a page turning 
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special effect, implennenting a fading effect, removing noise, selection of noise filtering, 
and selection of quality filtering (see column2 line 31-39). 

Regarding claim28, see the teaching of Porter and Nakaya above. Both do not 
teach editing option comprising implementing a page turning effect. However it is old 
and well known to use page turning effect. Therefore official notice is taken. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to use page turning effect in Porter because it would make transition 
from one scene to next more interesting to the user. 

Regarding claim29. Porter teaches the method of claim 25, wherein the plurality 
of predefined editing options comprises implementing a fading effect (see column2 line 
31-39). 

Regarding claim37. Porter teaches the method of claim32, wherein the utilizing 
comprises displaying the edited video stream (see column2 line64-column3 Iine13). 

Regarding claim 39, Porter teaches the method of claim32, wherein 
editing comprises modifying the video stream based on selected editing options (see 
figure3 step 74 and 78 specifically). 
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Regarding clainn40, Porter teaches the method of Claim 32, further 
comprising: determining the selected editing options based upon user input (see 
column5 line4-9). 

Regarding claim42, Porter teaches the method of Claim 39, wherein the 
editing further comprises: determining a characteristic of the video stream; and selecting 
the selected editing options based on the characteristic (see figurel and columns line 
14-26) 

Regarding claim44, Porter teaches the editing system of Claim 43, further 
comprising: a user interface configured to receive user input (see figure2 element 60); 
and an edit control module coupled to the user interface (see figure2 element 22), the 
edit options database (figure2 element 58), and the video graphics module, the edit 
control module configured to select another set of predefined editing options based on 
the user input (see figurel and 2; column2 line20-63). 

Regarding claim45. Porter teaches the editing system of Claim 43, wherein 

the video stream is a broad cast video stream (see column3 line 18-20) and the video 
graphics module is configured to edit the video stream in real-time as the video stream 
is received (see column2 line 24-31). 

Clairn23-24,38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Porter et al (Patent No US 6,337,947) and Nakaya et al (Pub No US 2001/0012436) as 
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applied to Claim1-2, 4, 6-13, 16-17, 19-22, 26-29, 31-37, 39-46 above, and further in 
view of Linnartz et a! (Patent No 7,336,712). 

Regarding claim23, 24, see the teaching of Porter and Nakaya above. Both do 
not teach modifying a predetermined location of an image of the video stream. However 
Linnartz et al (hereinafter Linnartz) teaches receiver modifying a predetermined location 
of an image (removing logo from an image) (see column 1 ine32-38). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to modify an image as in Linnartz in to Porter because it would allow the 
user to replace it with information related to the content (see Linnartz column 1 Iine32- 
38). 

Regarding claimSS, see the teaching of see Porter and Nakaya above. Both do 
not teach video stream being streaming video. However it is old and well known in the 
art to receive streaming video to edit and store. Therefore official notice is taken. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to receive streaming video to edit in Porter system because streaming 
video is widely used method of delivering video stream. 

Clairn30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Porter et 
al (Patent No US 6,337,947) and Nakaya et al (Pub No US 2001/0012436) as applied 
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to Claim1-2, 4, 6-13, 16-17, 19-22, 26-29, 31-37, 39-46 above, and further in view of 
Matsui et al (Pub No US 2003/0086686). 

Regarding claim30, see the teaching of Porter and Nakaya above. Both do not 
teach editing option comprises noise removal option. However Matsui et al teaches 
editing option comprises noise removal option (see Paragraph 0434). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to remove noise as in Matsui in Porter system because it would 
improve the quality of the content. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to GIRUMSEW WENDMAGEGN whose telephone number 
is (571 )270-1 1 1 8. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00, M-F, alternate 
Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Iran Thai can be reached on (571)272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/657,453 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2621 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Girumsew Wendmagegn/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



/Thai Tran/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2621 
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